Message

From: Brock, Martha [Brock.Martha@epa.gov]
Sent: 7/2/2021 5:04:03 PM
To: Openchowski, Charles [openchowski.charles@epa.gov]; Johnson, MaryC [Johnson.MaryC@epa.gov]; Fonseca, Silvina

[Fonseca.Silvina@epa.gov]; Anderscn, RobinM [Anderson.RobinM@epa.gov]; Walker, Stuart
[Walker.Stuart@epa.gov]; Buxbaum, David [Buxbaum.David@epa.gov]

Subject: Radionuclide limit compare

Attachments: Radionuclide limits compare.docx; EPA AWQC Equivalent and WQBEL for Rad BCV_01-09-2020 R4 Final.pdf

Attached is a table that selects four radionuclides for comparison among EPA’s calculation (I used the last table that we
sent to DOE, which we sent in January 2020 after the December 2019 meeting in D.C. and have also attached it here),
the DOE D2 FFS and the DOE D3 FFS that we received last week, that is based on the Wheeler Decision.

Aside from dilution, which folks seems to be focusing on as a problem, the concentrations based on RME, site-specific
factors (not really clear what those are) are not protective and anyone asserting that they are protective apparently
does not understand the concept of the state’s designated use.

Here is the comparison of those four radionuclides (may there are others that we should pick, but Sr-90 was specifically
mentioned on the call with SELC and others last week), all supposedly reflect the concentrations in pCi/L at a 10-5 risk
level:

Radionuclide 2016 DOE D2 FFS 2021 DOE D3 FFS
1-126 23 306

5r-90 546 5,123

Tc-99 1,662 28,410

U-238 962 6,692
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